
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

:'vb. Tina Sigurdson 
StaiT Allorncy 
En,·ironmcntal Working Group 
1-136 lJ Street. W. Suite 100 
Washington. D.C. 2009 

D~ar ivl. . Sigurdson: 

w.~SHING10N D.( 70.!60 

MAY 2 0 70 16 

OfFICF OF W ATER 

!'hank you lor your April 25. 2016. letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency on behalf of the Em·ironmcntu l Working Group regarding the EPA ·s work related to perlluorooctanoic acid contaminat ion in drinking \\'ater. The agency takes seriously concerns regarding PPOA contamination: ''e arc acti,·dy engaged in adnmcing the science related to PFOA so that we can provide the best available information to the public. states. tribes and local go,-cmtncnts to addrl.!ss public health risks ussociatcd with P£70A contamination. 

Your letter requests that the EPA act swiftly to establish an enforceable drinking water standard for J>FOt\ as a contaminant under the Safe Drinking Water Act. The agency is currently evnluating P£70/\ as a Jrink ing water contaminalll in accordance with the process required by the SDWA. To regulate a contaminant unJer the SDWA. the agency must lind that: (I) it may have adverse heolth ciTects: (2) it occurs f'requl.!ntly (or there is a substantial likelihood that it occurs frequently) at levels of public health concern: and (3) there is a meaningful opportunity lor health risk reduction tor people served by pub! ic \\'ater systems. 

In 20 12. the agency included PFOA and other pcrfluorinated compounds among the contaminants for \\'hich water systems were required to monitor under the third Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Ruk ( LJCMR 3 ). over the period of2013-2015. Resu lts of thi s monitoring that have been reported to tlat~ and compiled by EPA can he found on the publicly-available Nntional Contaminant Occurrence Oatabasc ( NCOD) ( https: "''" .cpa.l.!o\· d" ucmr· occun·em:I..'-Jatu-unre!.!ubtcu-contami nam-monitorin!.!­t!lk'·; ). rht.: agency updates this information approximately quarterly. In accordance with the SDWA. the agency will consider the occurrence data from UCvlR 3. along \\'ith the peer-reviewed health effects assessment supporting the PFOA and PfOS llealth Advisories. to make a regulatory determination on ,,·hcther to initiate the process to develop a national primary drinking water regulation lor these cnmpoum.ls. 

Your letter also requests that th~ EPA issue a uniform. health-protective health advisory level for PFOA. I am pleased to report that the agency updated llealth Advisories for PFOJ\ and PFOS on May 19. The new lifi:timc health ad,·isorit.:s supersede the agency·s provisional guidance lor PFO/\ and PFOS issued in 2009. Th~ 1:1'/\'s health advisories. which arc based on the best available. pccr-rc,·ie•..ved science. identify the concentrations of PFOA and PFOS in drinking water at or below which adverse health ~nccts arc not anticipated to occur over a lifetime ur exposure. and will provide federal. state. tribal and local go\'cmmcnts \\'ith non-regulatory guidance to assist with decisions. 



Additionall y. your letter rt:qucsts that the EPA utilize results from statt:-of-the-art testing capabilities to 

detect PFOA in water without discarding or discounting low-level lindings. The minimum reporting 

limit established lor PFOA under UCMR 3 was 0.02 J.tg/L (or parts per bi llion). The process fo r setting 

MRLs was documented and subjected to regulatory not ice and comment. An MRL n.:presents a 

quantitation level designed to be an estimate of the leve l that is achievable. with 95 pcn..:cnt confidence. 

by a capable analyst/laboratory at least 75 percent of the time. using the prescri bed analytical method. 

The agency successfully tested the method used to monitor PFOA under UCMR 3 via a multi-laboratory 

\'alidation and conducted a thorough peer revic\\' process prior to the UCM R 3 proposal. While 

particular laboratories may be able to measure PFOJ\ at levels lower than those used lor PFOA lo r 

UCMR 3 monitoring. the selected MRL rellects the level achievable by the national array ofl aboratories 

thut supported thl.! UCMR program. 

Finally. your letter requests that the EP 1\ draw on available production, usc and disposal information. as 

\\'ell as all available water testing resu lts. to enhance aml expand sample testing of community \\'atcr 

systems. to determine what other localities may be at risk. and identify and remcdiatc the sources of 

water contamination. You request that the EPA should not on ly usc all available infonnation but employ 

the full ex tent of its regulatory authority to supplement that info rmation with whatcn:r additional 

manufacturing. processing and usc data it can compel from companies. \'Oiuntari ly or otherwise. UCM R 

3 required approx imately 5000 public water systems. including all large public water systems (those: 

serving greater than I 0.000 pcoplc) and a nationally representati ve sample of 800 small systems to 

moni tor tor PFOA and other perlluorinated compounds. The UCM R monitoring results pro\·idc 

scientilically valid data on the national occurrt:nce of selected contaminants in drinking water. This 

dataset is one of the primary sources of inlom1ation on national occurrence. levels of expos uri.! and 

population exposure the agency uses to develop regulatory decisions for emerging contaminants in the 

public drinking water supply. The objecti ve of the lJCMR monitoring is to provide a nationall y 

representative dataset to identify the scope of drinking water contamination. A targeted monitoring 

approach fo r one contaminant (such as PFOA) is not possible. since up to 30 unregulated contaminants 

are monitored under each cycle of the UCMR. and the vulnerability to r the array of contaminants would 

vary across tht: country depending on production. release. usage and uncertainties within these factors. 

Furthermore. because the primary purpose of UCMR data is to provide nationally representati ve 

information fur regulatory decisions, targeting would bias these results. 

Regarding the Environmental Working Group' s concerns about the .. representati ve sample'' of public 

water systems serving I 0,000 or fewer people on thl.! UCMR 3. the rationale lo r a sample size or 800 

small systems \\'as established through rulemaking. again aticr considering public comment. 1\ sample 

of 800 small systems enables the program to meet its data quality ohjcctives. 

The agency encourages small public water systems that were not selected to be part or the UCM R 3 

monitoring to consult with their state about the appropriateness of conducting independent monitorin!! 

lor PFOA and PFOS. Consideration should be given to water systems whose sources arc located in c~sc 

proximity to lacilities that manufacture or usc pcrlluorinated chemicals. 
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:\gain. thank you lor your letter. If you have lunher questions. please contact me or your staff may 
contact Matt Klasen in the EPA"s Office of Congressional and lmergovemmcntal Relations at 
kla~!:-'~l.J]l;ll_Lhc~ . .i!..~..·pa.~ or C:W2) 566-0780. 

Sincerely. 
,-J ) . -. 

// I /_.t ,/-:'./_ . .P /./ 
// _,, 

Joel Beauvais 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 
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